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21 qcrm (^Tfl^) A 1^^ ■STTtjI^ ^ ^ ^ ?0 ^ 20Q3 

^ f^f sn I 


2.J. dyrf^, |7i ^ 'Mtlt ^ ^ 1^ ^ ^ ^ f^ tir ( awT ^ ^ ^ 

fWt t^T aft (R? WIHJ ;jtt7 ^ ^ ^ I ufei irar^ iftTJ^ 

^?TOnt#w vJ'feFj ^ ^ 3ik f^PTqnmft ^ ^ 

^p?ft ^r ^ a^ I ^ rT^ ^ f^f^ntiiH-ti -srrftSR {#7^3ir7?ft] wvs pi ^ 

^ ^ pi Jirq^ ft CR 'vmr ifrt ^ ^ ^ft i ajf ft! ^ m 

^ ■^' ^Rcrrlftn vi^te?j ft Tnfftof ^mpf! oia^n ^ i 

m. fttiM ^ 3iT^ fl. ^Wftl'/7a/2oo3-M^ 4 M, 2^>^?4 ^ ^ aft 1^ M ^ 

^ ^ ^TFIRI ^ =fTm ^ ?;q ft ^ f^TpH fftf^ ^R ^ ^ f 

3.1 '^if5 qRfta^l ft, ^ftM ft TR^ '^if^ # I IR?m ft. IIRT cfi#r g^slf ^ [ftHl^Rdtl ^- 

([>. ^ Ift Mf^f^il gft ^Hnft ^ 

(q?) qon ^ffWT^! JTcfi ftto?JR/>TaPT wta. mt^, ^ftf^lft te, ^TT^ | 

(^) ftlpn? ^?7i5TTfft!w dlftnw! Rftftfti ttenj T^^Twr^fttgrr^^r) 

fii). ^ W W Fi 4 IftR ?R? ft ^ftftft! ^K g;*mT^ ^flrlT Tiwfft, fth^TTlJ 

^ ft, ^RT'IjTft? IRTT^ ft^E^3^ftTf ^ ^ I tftpR IRI 

\jqft!tr ijft ^ fftjffft ^ IPTR 5I?I IftiftRri y^'oqi £fj ■iRSTR 'T^ ^ 

w^ f I pr^ ^w. itw fttan^ftftsTj^r ft ^ q^iR ^ nw ft! 

vinft 

(lii}. ft WH Wftt^IvTfSrft 3fr? ^ftpnj ^ ^ fftft’-RT ijft RPlrf ^ ^ 

2003-0* ft 200&-09 ^ (HH?! fty! ft | qft 2003-04 ft 2008-09 ^ f^ q?rH 

yjqfttaftt/ftfftdRIilft fl^T iftT-na^r TRianffttW ft M^rf RFTTT <1^ ^r!|ft! ^ 1^ ^ 

ftft ttti tftwil qiT 7TR fttft rlTftFm^ tel ^T t- 


1. qifR (ftfft^N/T^TI ™!:?fn) 




2003^04 

■“200*-0t5 

2005-06 

100^7 


“3O«e-09 

n 


25770*] 

- 

23II3DS 

2860642 

2360642 

2860642 

2860642 

2, 

^THR (sriteRf RHR 

3ll?lR*rl) 

I4321(i5^ 


14620920 

161177^9 

16076919 


II 

fth SWR 

26«4275 

■ygjiH 

167S245 

J6059((5 

1665905 

1665905 

II 

fslhjlcfl (^F El^f^ 

3S12600 

3(75794 

4131576 

44565^6 1 4584104 

4721627 

B 

^(5! \j|[ft qjdF c^(^ ^Ffft 

^596675 

4mm 

5809821 ;■ 61 16491 ! &Z50009 

6387532 

m 

%gt-T ^rtTR (5/2) 41.]^ 

35.99% 

39.73% 

3li.01% 1 37.39% 

36.98% 

m 

^ite % i 














































(erf5l^ 




227»6W I 23151^ [ 2971109 [ 2971809 


13633390 12470635 


3371202 31<1043 4292L33 


26^62% 25j42K 28.1136 


2971809 




IT9232M 



27jM96 27.36% 


3.2. 

eStl 

3.3, ^ an^ inrim ie 2004 ttf^niTO aira^i 

vSrft ftsij +4irf1<b'iU| ftsij ^| ^ ^ ^ ^ OTJpf ifr u^c4> 

EM ^ PR ^ ^ 3ft^ €lij5i^rt iupi f aft^ M apr TWR 

^ if ^ SntFT tl 

3 ^, tM ^ ^iPlrf ^ ^ ( <glijH^41 ) ^ ir^ 0 ^ 3 ^. 3004 ar^ ta i 1 ^ ^!*in 

fts^n t aritenr m anl^ ^ ij ^ ^ 

OTfl^ TiciR ^ ^>^?i I Tfr ^ ^ f 1 ai# ?r 5 imR ^ ^ 

1 ir«EH nrft ^ 3(.o3 {1) ^ ^ ^ ^ ftPT^ ^ 

^ yim I 41^, ^ ^ ^ fti^TT ^ir ^p5 Off ^ ^ fe ^TltcR 

anftwitl ^nn^ ^ 'STif ^ ^ ai^Vi’i ai^^a ^ 

3.5. ^ ^ ^ ITPcTlflW M pP^ ^TR ^ ^ 6,18 ^ iftW 'R ^T’l; ^rt ^ 

^tniq ij T'R ^ W ^ I 

4.1, PtiMfRd 'RFrtft ufilnrT ^ 01^^, €H^ ^ ywra #?W! oihr 

Wpft ^ ^ foR art^ ftRIT W (TTI 

42. m^fRnaif/Ta^rt^ ^ ^ irftgfe ^ 50 ^ ^ ^ if ai^ftn ^ ^ df 1 % 

^ fSwrfMt tr am ^ *ri 

5t uw ^ ^ i> ^sam tr, StM t f^PH ir aiPite %? 

ftsw w sni it if m ism ^1 ert thj snFff afk #M ert 

^ ^ yRn ^ ^ ^ TnfpWR^ R«ii W 


(iv) . M{^ snr ^ ^ TpW if aii4l^d ait^ 'ww^ ^i|Rcq^i| ^ihr. PTEftftttr ^ ^ 

wtilfirH anft ^npM t\ ^ t gnKWS wm tr 'isrf'jjl t ijq^ 4St ^ Iteft 

^ ^FTcI 1R 20 umna fl^ BRRI PwlRfl RT^ R^«l R*if*l 3ffT ^ 

iptr) ‘I'tjpt 9Ji(^ vr Jitfli9 f^Kti ^1 

(v) l ^ if* a[fe^J5PT ^ff»r ITHW aM^-^ fts^J wff^ ?, ffll^ ^ ^ 

WIT ^ oiPmH ^ iwR wPt?r ^ ftim w ^r ^pan^picr it if *ft, ttM m 
Hwi'i I^mEI^i wif ^ offftF ^ 1 SpT 5Rr ^ ^ ^ 

A^cfl ciniTT W 30 4Rit 1^ ^| l^PSl IIPI IIRP ?!fflPl 

M^(q ^ ^ ^ if HfER aftr w^f-v 'SMftoq.q ^TOT mRIcipi ^ TtW an+tfna 1^ E^l utniq 

W f I 

^ 30 aiftR, 2006 ^ ^ aPTift ^34) if W+Oll^d 1R ^ ^ uPlftfft ^ 
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gRT ^ _ 

WrtIKJ ^ ^ ar^HMi ^ ^ 

2009-10 ^ ^ i 



m I 


jV ^JT^/siii^}!, ''T^^ 5i¥ii'fiPicij 
lER. ^ 

^j^rrorq. ^ -jnf^ ^ ^ 

f^(? Wl ^ jftr tew ?t 

f^ nri ^1 ^ 

Rbili yflcIT ^ TIU t^^RTf ^ W? qtrliH 
^T?r ^ ■ii^ffftrr f^i 

^ 3fN ^sqfeni gin^ ^ ■iff wq -ipp^ ^ 
oiT^ifer ^jTK[ I 


P?fR yJWWl^ ^ 

] ’jqteq mt 

qip i I ^TT M q;'^ vjq4l*r113llf 

(JjI tM ?TTf^ q> 

^ i*RW ^ wq rM wq ^eiPiTf ^ 

^RT vi4tiflJ vniol 

^ q^ cR^ 

^ q5Rq q^l 

j q>^ f^ ~q^~^03-{>4 ^1 2oo5-oe 

I l^qqw ^ gqR 3fr^ wqteq MR 

in?qte ^1 2ooe-QT ^ 2008-09 ^ ^ 
w?1 qq OUtflit ^\ 

31jHHl qq f^rl qq ^ ^EjlT 

^[qi ___ 

'f^tte ■qqfci^^ oisirq- " wm, 

^iteqrrf, wq \iTtei3#, 

TRi^qT^#Tj?f 3fTl^ ^ ^ 

^ qq \i4l^cqq aqqq^ iJtT ^OWR 


fr ^ mw q srttfwi 
I vm qf 2D05-De ^ ^nq ^ q^ t 
^ sRf wqq^qf^^3^ ^ qrq^ ^ qrwq t 
qtq MR t 3T1^ m 

q^ q>RW q>^ I 


^ qi 


imT\ tew qq tqqn qrmpq ^TiWR tmnq q 
qq' sf^qnt ^ ^mi q^ 2009-10 cnt oigqmq 
te qqr ^1 qqtf^Jq (^r ^ ai^qR, wk\ 
pfrqq ^ Tq# ^ q^ ^oor-os ^ 200&-10 

qRrrf^ arqqnt t mm q? q^ 20(4-05 ^ 2006-0? 

^ #rq ^qteq q^q gqqteJff 

|^!rte5R!/qRpf Tqoteql] ^ q pqqq ^ 
4a.ie yRi^iu ofR ^tqqq qOT|#rTT^ ^ sie^ 

^rf^ qterfq ^ I 


qWTO qqqt. ^^T^tfl?!, TfT^, OTTtq q 
ijq^frq 3I>I qffq qR^ ^ T%q q^qq Tf?ej]f?tq ^ 

qq^qj^ qn ^ ^ I ^raiP^, ^RqiT^I q^nl' 

wqqlqrlTO^t, qqr^, ?hD*i ^fe7 Sft? Wl 
M qq q^^tqRW qqf^tqq c^^ W^iq ^ ^ w? 


, 4^ uqqrqrnqfi q -^cr q^ ^ ^ 

aoRcifq iHTR wiqR q?fiwq u^tnq ^ wrt 

qft^ ^ flqw 1%q onq qqwlqnwft ^ 

u^anT cjifT^ sqf^ t uflJ^ qiqq q?f?^ 4 WT^ 
q^rq q>Hx||Rql t f^ gto ^ I 


2003-04 % 2005-06 ti tew 'T'N^ MR 

3^5? ^Tff^ij qvR qHWf^ ^| q^^ 2006-07 $ f^. 

ar^qrqq i-3iiv'.?) ■3#? q4 2007-aa ^ f^ni qqf? 
3t^4ii {^J) q^qrfTr ti\[ Tpfl ^ 

2007-08 ^ te TOf^ ^ 3 ufctflcl ^ '^(^'^iRtT 

^ 1_^_ ^ 

f^^pq ^qra qqrt qqq, ‘Tf^ 

OTqtqqrqli. Tnt^'q 'ffqnq qqqq^^qq^f ^ 
Rvittl ftjqn ^f t^RJi qqr qqftsjq qTfiq^ jirt 
^rmlq Tji ^qJT^ q5l % SIIWR ^ ^ 

^t\ 


[^J. teiq v'qqifte^ q izoo ^ mnsqq om 

1 (l^) ^ f^ qpi 35^ TT^ q^ 2a06 “07 ^ 

■qRqq ^ q^ft q^ ^jrf^qqro qn vTMq soo 
^ dJ1 1 qqR ^ ■^4 E.va ^ a(^^, teft 4?l 
3ir^ ^ f^q, q^qq myqq qnor^'^qqH r 

MR c^ ^I^TTR 11 

(?3). FT^ p^rf^^iFi (qocT]) UTjf^ ^ fprq ^ 

3f^qR. sriiRijfTfi qrq qjq sRjqi 

srMte qf^m/qq qrq. "ofi -i^ qto c^ so teiq 

■jin^'M t 1200 ^51 90 wtosdrir 

1080 t qqyl q? t| te ^ qlR ^ 

q^q^ ^ q^ tj 











tvij). 

m*ll *r^E ^ 1^ HXtllftci *11*1 

iTTR aftr <lw ^ ^ 

^fft?:i^/wr ft^iFT 

TWI^ ^ "3^ ^ 1^ fl"! 

T^ frn^ 28 srwi, 2006 OT ^ ^ 1^^ 

^Rerpi’i mif<i) ^ Pif^^ *itj| ^ tf0E^ 

■'J^'AW! ^ ^ ^ ’BO 6 . 2 D iif?r 

WT TWT^t ^ ^ ^ 1 gfe 

4i? f^J 5^ ^ **16*1*1 ^ OtRiq^n*! *11*1 H'HI^ 

# if ^ ^ fair t aft^ 

f^*ll?T ^ wiRn ^ eii'm 

iftW ^I'fHII^'iSi^^H ^ TIW^ t Hvfli(t IWI^ 4ft 

wn "ft 3!fi®n*i #4 itef 4fr 4itte ^ 4f1 ^ I 

^43 Rmk^I f^^fFT TPfTR ^ qirPici f^lJT W 11 

^ ^ *ii«i*i ^ atfiflSfW ^ im4f 4>t a^q^fl 

{vlji)H 

30 ate 2006 ^ iJ ^ ^ ^ 

^ Jfb ^ qjlJ^cfl PlR'C q»i{^ ^ (Vjl^fl 

itet ^ wi 50 ^ iil?t ^ 

■atl^d) q^cfl ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

flT?f # ^ ^ ^I5?RT ^1 ^ #W 

#TIt!H gRT^ ^ ^ ^m\ 

30 2006 ^"t ^ ^ *<11^ 4^ ^cHfr 4®ll 

'tiP*i^l, ftft^ id^cilqrnart ^ fcHJ '0'f*i1n TXH^ 3i1^ 

4T4T 4it ti^tcTT df 71^ ^ aft? m4i WW f^|i|itil<f ncitfl 

% wm ftRft ^ ^44terT arak fto # 4!i^ 

^ ai1^ tPTR ^ TUf ^ ait? ^ vftt^ 

TO *j aift^ ^ 4#f «*ii41Rid ^ ^ i?T4jr a^^'HH^n 
1^?ir TTUT ^ 1 

(b!). 

fl'iW! i ^ ^wraRu 

^ ’dS ft1^ ^?cTT ^ 

m snrni 4ft ^ ^ 

^ ^ |. <?I'J1^1 

7]^ ’ftfSnp ^ *ft 4>F iwH 4R?ft 

#1 telSt ^TR ^ IflRi'c d5 afk W^t ^ 
'te' ’HT'tt ^ "^ni ^ *i‘^4*i'^y, ^’Tui 

^ ^ 11) len dWHH 

^0 ^ ftuf^ ^ ftn^''l ^ ^iiRoqti Jg^ 

4St 4^jft 4R^ ^ ’f^ #ft^t 
^TcH!) ^ arfSi^ ^l 

(jp). 4l3ftSf <WK ^ d3 6.1jS ^ fevl^ ^ yfcT 

^w41. 4RF1 ?Rr OT(ii^#!ijcr q? !nn4 

TO terftfl IFT JEpft 4fr ^ 31^ ^ 

^ vjqR«w 4ft 4^ ^ ^ 

3i^*(l«n 4>l +vS fl*m *J6 t)ci^« ftRII 

w ^ 1ft5 ^4^- 3ifi!WT m anf^ ^ 

B4 ^ 3|[?|R4fl d[If ?f4 ^ 4t?^ 4t 

ytiRttjq TPTpfr ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

’'i^f t^ apit ?T4y y*iR«qsi iruR <fl^*i^41 ’4ft f^dFT !?t ?rcft 

4t \jh4h 31j03 (i) 4il I^Rhn argqipFT 4R^ ^ fiPlT 

^ f apftrf 4^ 4 ^q*r R FiPt airaiT q? ^ uiSlt ^i 

(?^ ^ ?Tte ^ tecfr ftPi^iH* 3rratTT 

4>r t^ziT Tfot, ^ 4?iRn w ^Ht^t an^ 

^ ai^ wt»ff/ci5teerft4f q? ^ ante 

^ Rl9tt%(r M^W) ^ Ptsf =!^ ^ 4145# ?( 
tefll ’SRT^ 4^f ’^ flq<S ^ afl? 4ft^ 3fRI ^*f<n 

•MieilfitHX Rtff aftPT’i 1 

(n^L SftClM 'q ^ 7) OTiTT w Rwffll tftfRaifq 

(fte 45t ^S" ^ aft? Rvncft iwRwiq «*iiiti 4ft ; 

!RIyfr ^ fo!^ te^teR^St 4^ 4>t^ aitqlm ^ ^| 

fxX 

^ ^ 4ll%iH tii*ir*i 

Mfflifl ^ fliftpl ^ ^ ftwK^H ^ 

*i|^qi utaiq ^1 

^ ^ ^ war 'S'l w ’^(fflti 4R^ ^ ^ 
^ miit ^ 4R fty tort ifite 

iR!n4 ^ ?nte ^ ^ ^irR^ 

IRtlR ^ ^ d feR U'WrRcl 

ift ^ wj 1 

?rFip*T Bte=T TTOira t ^nPlcf ^qRara 

ywiRn ^ SITT ^ 1^ 

uwil^O dt 44lt^ ^ fcHJ flfllRio 1tef W ^1 


ft ^ ^ ^iprr 13 2007 4>t wi ^ ^ an^ftrSki ^ ^ «Stl ^ig^ci 

€tW aft^ ^ ^ 31^^ Pte 

309 ^ 
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7.1. ^ ^ TTf^ ^ % W- WdT # ^ ^ 

^ilt ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ?i?to ^ i f^I tM ^ ^ ^ ^pt 

^ ^ ?7Tcm w^^tWJT ^ TTfTT^ nf sft I ^tM ^ w? ifff ^ ^ tft 1^ ymPt^P 

^ ^ IIOT ^ ^01^ 30^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

^ 1^1 

7.2, ^ ^ ^ ^ Pinf^Ryi ^ sft. 

(i). 0feT ^ f^Kr^T^) '^' f^yf^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ iftji^r fiis^ 

im t ^ ^ WtlTT A W\pi\ ^r? tttt T^ ftvl^ 

Jf-tnilqn ^ ^ ^1 '^ti’tj (i)^^ ^ f^!E gm (f^ uTT^ tfT^ ^ 

IT?T EJfpf? it ffe/El 0 R ^ ^JT^qm if WH q|^ ^ ^ 

qrf-^ ^ -q^ ^ I ^ OlteTiq 5. ^ ^^TiJ if. JTpqs 3(n^ if ^TfSlH 

(R^ ^PT tel S 1 

(Sij, iteJ ^mterif ^pt w^ ^ ir ^ ^ ii^ 

^ teWt T? 13 ^ ^ in jm if ^ Tuto^ OT ^ ?r?q 

T? ter ^ I ^ ^ it l^teT ter arr Itw TjroiT^rftrJifH ^ ii 

f^uT^ R7 ^qfterq ^ (^^1 ^ ^Kttp M^i<t qr Milciap^ui -gT^ 3fl^ tif^ci 
3^1^/WI qiT 3I'5FH tte te ^ ^ ?i?te ^ te te ^ 

^tTfrt^ FTO ii ^h’'^ ^ ifnf% ftew ti 

Bl ^ TiTR^ if te7-tef teciif^Tt ^ ^ 5Tiite if if ? i sn^ ^ tetef 

3fk Tte qsir ^ te ^ ^ ^ qmte trart ^^TrT^l ii ^ pri^ 

htlp:/AariJttnjlhoriLy-finv.in T'f ^ [ 

ET^ ^ t itrr-i Iff M ?iFn ^ ^ ii, terr te^f ^ te ^ 

ji). TOT t^nM) <I>1 TR?TTq te# ^ teFT it trr STfT te TTJ sj^r qn }^ 

Rja ^ 1^ ^ 7K Jfnf^n te TIT^ ^ R^ 1 1 

^rte ^ Rr^>r^ M (^rj'^) ^ #iF 4 w ^?fi ^ off? ^ sf^ ^fr 

^ RTfTT ^ I TiTTtte ^ srmrRcr ^ Tf 

<f?t ijTOT ^ sTiT^ iT ^ t '! ^ ^ te# 

yifikf ^ sTpiTcn. rRFT srr^ te ^ ^ te ;jrit%fl aiRterr ^zr^rter ^Rtn t 

^ ^jw ^ ^R^rr 11 mw ir, ?tecT ^ w\F^ ^r?iRTte ^jqfM r^f IM 

if te W^ |f rjfh Rfte ^iRlRlyifl it TPTTte te '^1^ ? I WR ^ EJ^^irq TRKT ^qqf y^rt^ 
Mi#ftj> ^3^tetTT3ii ^ 3rq^ m^m ij ^qte) ^ ^ ii Tjferte f, ^ ter t 
te ^ I 

Fn qiteR ^ ^ w ^ qi 200 a ^ ^rte itot ^ Ifeite if ^rte 

ter tuT 1 terf^ te ter jrt 1 ^ r^wicr tt t? 

TOf ^ rrqtei^ te 3it^ M ^ ^ Tn^l^^iaj q^TR ^ TH^ if te 
te ^ te q^fTif^ti pfirru tef ^ wn "^i qr^ if w rjRR ^ cIjr^ ^t^tt w an 1 

Til}. if rt ^q qj| Jffr^ y-WN ii ^Rl '^lyff^ I^RT *m\ ^ 1 TSR ^ 

wir t ^qRTR, ^itevR te ^ ^ ii srfiTf^qa cz^ft qif 5 ^ ^ te 

HT^^r?TEJT%tf ^ fjqf^tira ^PIT^ ^ Mon ^?r q? qRtT ^TS ^ 3liqlt^ 

6iR0 ^i\ ^ t, ^ te# q?f t te teFq afl? fraf ^ ^ 31.03 ( 1 ) 

^ ^ ^ cTH ^ SilETTr tR rrf ^ 5 % iff ^ 

tel^ ^ftirT ?l^f qq 3r^qT5Tq WT ^1 

f^fifqjW ^tfRnl^r^iR (l[itpl ’T^ ftf^TlJFTqj ^KaMl (^^tTfq^3IR?ff) ^ ^ ^[t|ii 

ter ^TT Rl> te^Tf Tite ^ sr ite ^ t #? srt ^ptr tefq ^zrnfn^qiT 

3TtA ^ I 



[wTin—"^^4] 




m niter®! inrr wi=f ^ rro te Pi^ nr Iterrjmr ti n? 

# ft? wi w^ m^te H!|teiW/arftwrn?t ^ te# ^ te(®i ❖ 1?rr 
Ti?¥pj n»t Tf>iT^ ^ ^ ^ ftri! ^sraiir^T?! •^ira nr'in ^ 

■iJ4cl*fl #1 

^ idMRoifrS ^ M n%nte ^ >1^. M ^ ^ n??^ ^ I??? 

Wfilll^C? RhII M*II % ^ tll*1Cl <KHI ^ ^ ^ ^ Ifl^ ^ W*1TO 'tlTltl’l 

^ cn4tT ter®T ^ 3ff^ rwr ^ i 


* w nwm ^ 1^ ^ ^ iMT^f % ^inr trto' tpte! ^ft ftrrn n!r^ n?l 

^ fpi'i % I si'fi ^ ^^1^ ur^nft^ i^<fi ^ ^pi n?*nn n^r nmm 

’llS ft^fl i I ^ u*«liq 4tTH 4>t nRlHf£i*|! TR 4|flPl4> ^flRT W ^^t5^ «lielA ^ 4VIN nPFP*i 
^ ^ ^ note ^ ri^ wteajf ^ ow nsr iFtw nrj^ ^ # I 

«»E|fi efFRT ^ ^ IRRFT ajlr rn*!F| y^tf^cqei, ^fTH ^ncin. Pliflf^RT Wl bltcid!*l, 3nf^ nRp! 
^irr ®rj cirtci ^rsns mPlR ftjij ^ ^ ^41 yfclrm! ^ nfiqifln ^ %tf ^M^rRn 

Rjn nn^r fi ^ ^is^Tinn fRi ^ tete wn ftW ^ 

wr Ff ^i 3ift ^ rpit! t!^ n^*!! aftr ntecH ’4 rh tw ^ n^nte 

^r4 ^ 4!^ 4 ^ijt^tff 3ifl^flii{n’ilf ERT aiPlcyofl 3m hh *i^ ^ I 

nRR ERT 3|i'|(^fl ftwicil id'ffllflriiwT ^ ^^ii: wqji^l 'PF!, 

(Mi^^X nnffn ^ aftr qrranirfinn^ sPter fciftts 4 ri*^ w 1 1 

nRPT 4 ^ ^ ^ 3j^ TT^ 4 r?r4 trtft ^i4spft4f ^ 

artecT ^ nRTft t aftr; inf^, ian^t^quaif 44 5=r 4te nr *TnT n4 mw 4» rw 
4 TTHT w ^ aftr rfPiFn nRH nr SIR! w 11 

qrfFT ERTnrnm ^ nw r41*iJ ^^^t 4 Itt ti aran r# ^1^41 w 4t5! 4! ^ 

am 4i^i4f ir r^jHRif^ ^ ten w t Htner ^nteni ^ ERnte ^ ^ 

WFT ^ 4^ te ^ t ffi^nte nwrw E4tei w4tn 1^ m ijq^ 

nj4t ^ ^i«W 4 ^ ^^4 attr arrSl n^cv xfllsii rnin 'sm^'ki wTriern 7?ir4 m iwira 

!H^ ^r4 44 flciie 4^ yiitft ^i 

2 (ffT 4 4^4 rirftte r™ ter®i 4 3006-07 ^ rf4te arwj^ ^raite 4 aipiPtw tej 

Tin f ^ 'J^ n4 2004-05 ^ 2006 -QB ^ fpn; n4 4te nr san ^ 

3iRe^ ift rrSlte ten w 11 

tert4 n?i wf!n nf^^Tin 4t n*4 2000-09 oftr aooo -10 ^ (cr? n4 2007-00 ^ r?R nr w 

w I n4 2007-06 it te teitfr tern bri n4 2007-00 i awr? 3f3*n4f rr aiwiftfl oi^pnte 
4cinj ®rj ^ I 3f^flcTI 4t an! "i J^t^, 3 ul?irM a4 arf^v nrri44l ftw4 a4f ^ a!5*^i4f nr wlf ^ 

aiinm 4 ^pRitftf! n4 "n^ # t arte ^ 4.6 uted art a4 2000-00 4 fn'^n mn^ ^ te 
^teifirr ift w flqnft 11 «inl ^ 4jg*ini ^ Eifrp ^ rte!^ ^[t|t ^ 4hR annfl! 

#M ERT rfrftte Tirm teR 4 te an fn^nr 6i^*n4f ^ 3n^ nten nr M ^ 

tef^'0 ^ te Wwifl ten nat t\ 


(vt), a4 2000-00 ^ 2009-10 ter i(tm wm rpitt 3n4tTO4 aftr rjterrt eri ^sn^Tn ^ M 
tei^ ^ aflrRT aa>i^ dr*M an 3&42 wfiiani 1 1 ett^ teftd, ania ^ nraia teicft man ^ 20 
nfite! 7n> u<*wi di’tia arj^ aR4 ^ tei 4, ai!% atyitRn 1^ai uncn ’J i 

(vii>, te^ tea 4 rrate wt ^ aitecm aia miR rnanaa; maw ia>ia ate M ^ 
i|ft«dH 4 nE^ t ^ ^1^ tefta aq^if 4 ^ #ate ^ ^ te. 4 te? 

■jnrite witei Birr tjn4W ^ tecfl ^ sftmr marl ^ nten ^ 4 ^ n^d ^?4 ^ te? 

an amia teil4t Birr 41te tei^ aft ar 44 4 ^ ^ arafe 4 a^ ten 

mrramr . 
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ii ^ ^ Srffm ^ M 3SETtg^ ym\ 

i3?Er^ f^3t% ifj 5II | ^ t ^ ^ ^ 

jflij ?TTf^ WrtaTSft 5 NT ^ !T^ f^H ^1 2Qa6“07 t* #n? Wl 

^j4iiWil3if/?rf^t;icri|'<l ^>ff ^^laM 1 ^ ^ R'Jidl ^ ^ 'I7 ^ 

H’t^lif^ci SJld?M^I ^ RillRtr ^ ^ I 

^STTEftqiUi# niTT^ ^ sto 3ftePT TMR ^Hfrrf^, 

^ 2naS' 0 / ^ f^ Tfio &.70 ^i5t ^ I 3RT. ^41 ywte ^3^r!fl<Rn ^ h^thH ^ t[^ 

f^^rtcH! ^ 1 1 S yf^ ^ 'Jinfl t f 

(viiij. ^ %WJ ^ ^ y'i-ciif4n M q?I ^ ite ^ ^ 

iTf^TR tar 1 1 ^ ^ ^ ^ irrmf^Li t^4! ^ ^ 

^ ^ ^rt^jticr ^ y? ^iwifer wr( g 1 !FjP M i 

mr 6 . 1 .S ^ ^ arnjp ^r^wr y^r RiRyPla 11 ^ m 

^ try^ # y? i?*rr4 w? ^ ^ i 

^ RF^ yRT y| f^rfi^ TRJ ift ten? t;^F3Fr^^te^ ai'^i 

wpf^, ^ ^ 1 ^ ^ ^ ^r^rwk 535 ?th. fft 

^ryi'^f, ^ ^iy ^ srt^fR^ tijti ijr! c(>?^ ^ yi^?i5TRy> i\ u^Rcijy fp^tr! ^ 
m 3Rtyfer sJt, w ^jyf^ w? ^ Rwt ^ ^ 31.03 (i) i ^jy^ 

yy yRPT "yR^ fy ?. ^f^Ffrf ^ y fiR ^Jnyr?' tr ^( 

SRT to yijT '[y'^toy y?r ynM y>t y^ y>I srjyR yyn im\ 

i y^ yRR # yTTf^TFi 3TO <i?t ^ y?yTfi ^ yry^ 

f^yr iTUT yfllri' ?tcfT ^ | 

^ ^ ^ ^ f|j yf ^ ^ toiy ^ 

y’jjiy yR^ ^ Riy c^ si^Sty sri^^rt ^ i ^m: ^Jto; y^i^nt#^ ^ \jyR^ 

qTTRt y^t M ^ to yy y^y tor w 11 

fitonr, ^ yiy ^ ^ yn^ ^ f^yto r? ^jytor jFn^ y5t ^ 

■iiy^ ywifi y? fTT yrtoR^ ^ ^rtcFr pito ^ yRHH ^ ttrt^ "Hifiuy ^ to 
fm to ^iFm ten ^wf^/wr yy sr^ypr yryi^ ^ to i5to? 

^ cjRj ^ Tirto tor ^i 

nx}. ^ yrte;^ ^ ^rjylRfi y^ •nm ^ Trsm ^ yt ^ nrM 30 to ^ y?^ 

RT^ to ^ t y^ ton ^yi t ^yy^ ^ y?r to^r ^gPrtor $ 

to y^ ?MT^ ^yyfm ^^^ ^ ^ yrto y^ ^ ^ srl^Fr ton w f 1 3rt: 

y? ?]FTT^ ^ ^totor ^fto ^ ■fl'sfitor ywn ^ wtoR y?f ?nf\^ t 

y^I RHI toi ywn ^y^tasff/^Ttorrf % ^ y^j^ to to ^ ^rrfe 

yrypt Totor yst ^ i 

^ totow ^ ^ y^ 3flto 2009-09 #^f 2009-10 ^ to 1 1 yto yiy,yF 

^sygyn to t^ Vn ^ tom ?to ywy ^ WRn 3R y^ to ^ qrto ^ mi 

y^t ^ny 1 tof^ Q jitfl ^^^ f^?niy ^ fto 'jyfi^m ^ to? pl<ii ^ ^^irn 5 + 1 ^ 

ywn ^ y^t -ytoRr yto to 3i ’to, 2010 ^ ttoto y>l to ^! 

to. ytorw^R, sfN ynto A ^ "^Fnr 1 toR-I^n?!f ^ atrrp? cr. y? yiftoq^y yctrn 

wtasit/to^rtof y^ otjP ^ to toto^i hfi ^Rj?r y^to ^ to ^Jton ^ to fteft ^ 1-15 

1# ^ to srjtoto wn ^1 


[ toNqm/4/i43yo8-M:] 




r^m—^an^4] 




9 


TARFF AjJTHQRlTY FOR MAJOR POK1$ 

NOTVICAIKM 

Mumbai, ttie I2th August. 2a0& 

No.TAMPf22f20060'PT^In<E)eeid9«oftttopowert conMnivd by Sedlors 48 and 49 of ths Major Port Trusts 
Act, 1968 <3B of 1863), the Tirtff Aillhortty for M^jof Porte hereby dlipoees (he propoeet moelved Iran the Tuticorin Port 
Trust fcf fixation of to recover owfti^ ct»^ in respect of supply of BacfrK%« hi the Order appenilKl hereta 

SCHSHJU 

Ceae Ho^ TAMP/Z2faOO«-1Fr 

T\Micofln Part Trust ^ —Applicant 


(Passed on this 14lh day of July 2008) 

This case relates to a proposaJ isecphwJ from Tutirorin Port Ttust fTPT) tor fixing 
levy to recover overhead charges in respect of supply of electricityH 

Z,1. The TuUcorin Port Trust (TPT) had earlier filed a proposal In November 2003 for 

fixing 20% of electncity charges towards recovery of overhead barges in respect of eleotrfcity 
supply, 

2.2, This Aiiltra% had, tiowever, deferred conskterstlon Of the proposal of the TPT on 

two main reasons, FirsUy, the overheads appeared to be counted twice once in the general tariff 
compOtaWon and again by way of the proposed levy Secondly, there were some legal issues Ike 
recovering the overhead ch^es from the private terminal operator PSA SICAL and the 
jurisdictions of regulators, which needed to be frontally addressed before approving the proposed 
tariff. The TPT was advised to refer the issue to the Tamil Nadu Eecldcity Regutatory Commission 
(TNERC) and obtain their guidance on the correct legal posttion in this matter It was also not 
dear Whether the lerm 'scheduled rate ofTNEB'wodW include the proposed overhead levy. 

The TPT was. therelPre, advised vide Order Na. TAMP/78i/2663-TPT dated 4 May 2004 to 
propose the levy as part of the general revision of Its Scale of Rates subfect to darlfications on the 
various legal issuas. 

3.1 h fris beckdtop. the TPT has filed the instarrt proposal The main points nnade by 

the TPT in the proposal are as follows: 

(i). The dedrtcity supplied by the TNE6 te consumed by the fbllDwf[>g: 

(e) Port side: Government Buildings, 

Contractors / Port users, 

Quarters. 

Shopping center, 

Wharf crane, 

(b) PSA SICAL Terminals Ltmlled (PSA SICAL) 

(II). The High Tension bill raised by TNEB is wholly paid by the TPT. In the case cf 
PSASfCAL, however, a sapamte (ransfdrmer system Itt InstaHed. The chevgesfbr 
decfrtdiy consumed by SICAL are colecls^ by the TPT on the basis of (he 
tariff prescribed by the TNEB. Apart from (hat, maximum demaiwt charges and 
meter rent charges are also collected from die PSA SICAL 

pLl). The TFT has -furnished cost sheets ior Ihe years 2003^04 to 2008-09 showing the 
cost of distribution of electrtclty amongst the port use rs and the PSA SICAL. A 
summary of the coat statemerits furnished by the TPT fix recovery of direct fixed 
cost from the port users / contractors and PSA SICAL fijr the years 2003-04 to 
200S-D9 is tabulated beknv: 

1. Port Side {ContTHCtors / Port Users) 


SL 

No. 

Pirtivulars 

2003^ 

2D044H 

20054W 

aeoe-OT 


200*419 

1. 

Units consumed 

2577041 

:31130b 

2660642 


2960642 

^0642 

2 

Electricity Cheigae 
(SKcluding moHmum 

Demsrid charges) 

14321659 


14620920 

i 16117769 

16576918 

17252623 


























THE GAZETIEOFINDIA ^EXTRAORDINARY 


[FaetI[}—SeC.41 


WMfrKrlMI 


1678245 


4131576 


M axinmm D&ma nd Changes . 2004275 
I Allocated E lecfriba r Dept 6512600” ^175 

_ Charges __ _ i _ 

Tol^l Ajnounl 1o be ~|~j396875 44605^ 5SO90^ 

fecDvarod {3i-4) _[_ 

% to rha bafiic electricity ! 41.10% 30.73% 

^ 2)_ __i_ _ [_ 

I Average % . . ' ■" ' 


1665005 1665005 ] 166SS(JS 


44505S6 ' 4504104 4721627 

6116401 I “6250009 6387532 

36.01% I”' 37,30% ^90% 


P$A SI CAL Terminals Limited 


Particulars 

Units consumed 
B ■ ■ ..■■ 


2O03-D4 


2004-05 ! 200S-0e 



_^7^e3 ! 2315120 i 2971800 
12633500 " ■1247W35" ! 15189102 


3371202 


2066'07~f i0O7-OB I' ZO0®4)9 ! 


207-1309 2071009 

16744141 j 17324099 


3181043 

4292133 

4623540 

26.42% 

20 18% 

Wj\%' 


_5^_ %_ 


2971 S6& ~| 

17923203 1 



(iv). The cost sheet lumished hy the TPT include allocated maragement and general 
overheads, pension payments, reUtrn on capital employed, etc.. Since these 
indirect cost elements are significent, the TPT proposes to recover the direct fixed 
cost {3,e electricity department chargee and maximum demand charges) only to 
the extent of 20% on the cost of eteclricrty consumed. 


[vj. In case of PSA SICAL. since maximum demand charges are collected separateiyr 
the computation of levy excludes maximum demand charges In case of PSA 
SICAL as well, the proposal of the TPT i£ to recover 20% of the electricity cost Ibr 
ihe power consumed by PSA SICAL to partly meet the depapmantai expenses. 
The beJence expenditure is proposed to be absorbed along with the meoagement 
and general overheads and return as part of its general revision proposal of porl 
tariff. 


3.2. Tha TPT has forwarded a copy of the Board Resolution approving the proposed 
rate in its meeting held on 30 April 2005. 

3.3. The TPT has aiongwtth its proposal submitted the clarification issued by Tamil 
Nadu Electricity Regulatory Commission (TNERC) dated 15 June 2004. The TNERC has informed 
thal the tariff fixed for the High Tension (HTj supply cannot be different from that fixed by the 
Commission and the TNERC is concerned with the tariff only and that all other charges do notfoN 
under the jurisdiction of the TNERC, 

3.4. The TPT has also forwarded the communication of ihe Tamil Nadu Etectricity 
Board (TNEB) dated 9 July 2004. The TNEB has informed that it has no objection in the port 
collecling the overhead charges from the lessees (i,e, users of the electricity) 1o meet the 
additional expenditure in terms of transformer loss, Maximurn Demand charges, etc., insofar as the 
overhead charges are collected duly complying with provisions of 31.03 (1) of the Terms and 
Conditions of Board provided the collection Is made on ^^no profit no loss basis'. Further, the 
TNEB has also Informed that since the TPT is a consumer of the TNEB and not a licensee, 
approval of the TNERC is nol required for collecting the overhead charges 

3.5. The issue whether the proposed levy can be applied on PSA SICAL in view of 
Clause 6 18 of the License Agreement which specifies that that charges levied on the licensee 
shall be as per the 'scheduled rate of the TNEB' is, however, not made dear in the proposal 

4.1 In accordance with the consultalive procedure prescribed, the proposal of TPT 

was forwarded to the P$A SICAL and concerned users ! user organisations seeking their 
comments. 
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4rZ The conwTients received from Ihe users^ussr ofpanllsfltionA were JbfwaniBd Id TPT 

ee f^back irvfbrmatfon. The TPT ha« lijmiehed ite response lo the comments of the users / user 
organisetlonsH 

5. Based on a preiiminary sca-utiny of the proposal, the TPT was requested to fumtsh 

addltiona] iRfennelJon/darllicationfi on the various points. The tPT in response has flimtshed ils 
reply to our queues, A sufnmarv of the queries raised by us and reply tkjmished by TPT is 
tabulated below: 


8L 

Ho. 

Quariaa raised by us 


(!>■■ 

The statement of electrictty cost distriiution rnay 
be updated with the estimates tbr the year 
2009^10 correspof^dlnq wttti the estimates 
furnislied in the general revision proposal. 

The staternervt of electricity cost distribution has 
been updated upto 2009^10 conesporxllng with 
the estimates furnished In the general revision 
pfoposai. As per the reivised statement, the 
: average overhead rale for the years 2004-05 to 

2006- 07 based on actuals and estimates ter 

2007- 06 to 2009-10 for recovery of direct fixed 
cost works out to be 43.18% of electricily cost in 
respect of port sKte users (Corttractore/f^ 
users) and 31.82% In case Of PSA SICAL 


Clarify how the consumption cf electridty by the 
port for its operatiDrH at die yardf dock, port 
administrative ofVfca bilEding, port hospitals, 
iliuminstion of the roade. storage area etc., are 
considered in this statement, tf not considered, 
then the statement may be updated with the 
consumption of eledricity by the port on these 
accounts and the overhead charts may also 
be allocated proporttonatelv. 

Action is being taken to install energy meter to 
assess the current consumption at 
administrative buHdlngs, hospital, street light, 
etc. The groupings of Govemment Buildings, 
Confractars/Port UsctSh Quarters, Shopping 
center and wharf crems, however, consider the 
Issue of apportfonmenl of overhBad. 


The proposal b ter levyl^ overhead charges 
ftiom the conbactofs / port usacs and the PSA 
SICAL, Explain the reasons for rK>t proposing 
this levy on the other categories of users like 
tenants of Ihe shopping centres, other 
government buildirigs, and users other than Ihe 
port and at places where the port 1$ aUiged to 
provide free electricitv. 

The overhead bhaiges In respect of parties 
other than contracfora/porls users will be 
recovered by dubbing the relevant cx?st bi the 
general revision proposal, as the majortty of 
other users are shops etc., meant ter port 
employees residing at port colony. 

(iv). 

Confirm that the eiedncity charges and the 
overhead charges tncKcated in the statement for 
the years 2003^ to 200&4)6 are at actuals. 
Explifn the basis of eetimalteg Ihe atectecrty 
charges ter the yeais 2006^7 to Z00S^9. A 
detailed breakup of the estimates may be 
temfshed for each of the vears. 

The electricity charges and the overhead 
charges indicated in Ihe statement tor the years 
2003-04 to 2005-06 are ^ actuals. For Ihe year 
2006-07, Revised Esttoiates (R.E.j and tor Ihe 
year 2007-08 Budget Estimates (B.E.) are 
considered. For the subsequervt years, 3% 
increase has been considered on B.E.2007-06. 

(V). 

Explain the basis of ailocaiion of the overhead 
hcurred in the etectridty departeient between 
the various L4S«n, i,e. govemment building, 
contractors, port users, shopping centres, PSA 
3ICAL, etc. 

The overtiead incurred in the eledrictty 
departiTKnt beteteen the various users, ■>., 
government bulding. contractors, port users, 
shopping centers, PSA SICAL etc., is 
apportioned based on number of units 
consumed bv the respective cateooriee. 


The maximum demand charges h case of the 
PSA SICAL increases fr™ ^ 

2006^06 onwavds and is found lo be higher than 
the maximum demand charges estimates ter 
port side in respect of all the other usprs. The 
reasons therefor may be eKpfalhed. 

(a> PSA SICAL haedemanded^ 1200 KVA of 
Maximum Demand <MD) but the actuaiy 
measured MD oornes to around only 600 KVA 
during 2006-07. As per clause 6.1.6 of the BOT 
agreement, for the supply of power, the charges 
must be levied on PSA aCAL by port as per the 
scheduled rates of TNEB. 
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Jt r$ found thai the levy proposed is to recover 
I he maximum dernand charges plus eledrFcal 
department charges from contractors i port 
users other than the PSA SiCAL. As agairtst 
this, detailed caJculation sheet furnished vide 
letier dated 2a August 2006 indicate that Rs. 
i 6.20 per unit colEected from the HT consumer is 
I already inclusive of the nnaximum demand 
charges Confimi that there is no dupiication in 
! coiiettion of maximum demand charges byway 
: of this levy and also establish this position is 
! reflected in the cost statement. 


[b). As per TNEB for High Transmission [HT} 
tariff, the maximum demand wilf be charged at 
90% of sanctioned MD or the recorded MD 
whichever is higher. Therefore, the port is 
charged for 90% of 1200 KVA, which Is -1080 
KVA the same is constant in nature and it is not 

seen inc reasing__ __ 

In the calculation of efectricity overhead charges 
in respect of PSA SICAL, the amouni of 
maximum demand charges has been excluded 
and only the expenditure of eiectheaf 
department charges is inciuded. Hence, ihere is 
no rfupiication in coHectron of maximum demand 
charges by way of this levy, 


Clause 6.1.6. of the BOT Agreement signed 
with the PSA SICAL specify that charges levied 
on the licensee shall be as per the schedule Of 
rates of the TNE8. The legal opinion obtained 
by TPT earlier also endorses this position. In 
view of the specific clause in the BOT 
Agreement and legal Opinion sought by the TPT 
earlier, please confirm whether ihe TPT is 
authorised under the License Agreement (LA} to 
recover overhead charges for distribution of 
electricity from the PSA SfCAL Termmals Ltd. 


<viii). The minutes of the meeting of the Board of ' As agreed in the Board of Trustees of TPT 
I Trustees oF the TPT held on 30 April 2006 show meeting held on 30 April 2006, the current 
; that i( was agreed to examine the point made by consumption charges and claim for various 
; one cf the Trustees about excess collection of i users has been reviewed and found that excess 
50 paise per unit as electricity overhead charges has been collected from one of the use: 
charges. Intimate the outcome of the review viz. W& Sea Port Logistics due to ciericel 
conducted by the port in this regard mistake and the same has been rectified by 

adjusting the excess amount in subsequent 

_^ _ _ __ curr ent co nsumption charge.__ 

(ix). j Clause 6.1.6. of the BOT Agreement signed [a). As per clause 6.1.8. of the BOT Agreement, 
with the PSA SICAL specify that charges levied refaling to power and water supply, the changes 
cn the licensee shall be as per the schedule Of levied on PSA SICAL by port should be as per 
I rates of the TNE8. The legal opinion obtained the schedule of rates by TNEB. While 
I by TPT earlier also endorses this position. In approaching the TNEB for the approval for 
I view of the specific clause in the BOT collecting overhead charges from the lessee, it ; 
Agreement and legal Opinion sought by the TPT is staled that TNEB has no objection in ■ 
earlier, please confirm whether ihe TPT is j collecting overhead charges, from the lessee to 
authorised under the License Agreement (LA} to ■ meet additional expenditure in terms of 
recover overhead charges for distribution of transformer loss, MD charges, etc., insofar as 
electricity from the PSA SfCAL Termmals Ltd. the overhead charges are collected duly 
I complying with the provisions of 31.03 fi) of the 

Terms and Conditions of the TNEB Le., 
collection is made on no profit no loss basis', 

(b). When approached, the Tamil Nadu 
EleolTEcity Regulatory Commission (TNERC), it 
! has stated that the tariff rates Id the 

j users/tes&ees under tpT HT supply cannot be 

differenl from tha tariff fixed by the Commission, 
The TNERC are concerned only with the tariff 
rates chargeable and any other charges do not 
fail under their jurlsdsction. 

fc). The proposal is for collection of electricity 
overhead charges on rto profit no loss basis' 
and there is no objection from TNERC for the 
■ recovery of electricity overhead charges. 


(x). J The expenditure relating to the electricity The expenditure relating to the eleclricrty 
i overheads excluded in the general revision , overheads excluded in the gerreral revision 
proposal filed recently by the TPT do not match proposal is modified to reflect the recovery 
with the overheads considered in the instant proposed to be co llecte d by t h e proposed lev 
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proposal. Uodi^ thvse figures ^ ensure that 
the electrfciiy owrtieieKis exduded from the 
geoerel TW/ialon preposet tallies wfth ttie 
Dverhead pfoposed ta be recovered in the 
jnstSTit prcDOasl 



6. A joint hearlr^ in this case was held on 13 July 2007 at ^ Tutioonn Port Trust 

promises. At the joint hearirtg. the TPT end the concerned users made their submissions. 

7.1, The subnWs&tonsmadB by the users at the joint hearif^ggevo m iiTpresaion that 
the overhead recovery in absolute terms would increase if and when the Tarnil Madu Elednctty 
Board rsfvises Its tarttf upwards. The TPT was, therefore, advised to examine the position dbsely 
and furnish its eitplanaition. The TPT was also advised to carefURy afnalyse the ab>ecflan raised by 
PSA SICAL Terminals Limited with lefeience to. the relevant BOT asreement and furnish a 
detailed riote in this regard. 

7.2. in response to the decisions taken at the joinit hearing, the TPT has submHied the 
following points^ 

(i). The point about incnssse in owerhead with inCTaase in the eiectncfty tariff 

by tti^ Tamil Madu Electricity Board (TMEB] arises because the rate of ov^ead 
recovery is piroposed on the basic el^idty charges billed on units consumed. In 
order to do justice, the port agrees to re-fix the psrcerTtftge danvnwards or upwards 
in proportion to the increase / decrease In the tanff amnounced by the TN^ wMh 
leaped to the tariff fixed by the Authority. It has rei^i^eetsd the Authonty to 
incorporate a suitable nds In this regard in tariff Order. 

(li). AS regards the second point about proposal to recover cverhead from PSA 
SICAL, It has referred to Us earlier submissions made on the oommerits of PSA 
SICAL and Its reply to the query raised by the Autborily in this legaid. It has 
further submitted that the related expenditure has been included In Ihe revised 
cost stalemervt prepared for general revise Ol its Scale Of Rates for esttmatlng 
the surplus / deficit position pending a final decision by the Authority on its 
proposal to levy overhecKl charges on efedricity in respect of PSA StC AL, 

B. The proceedings relating to consuttatfon in this case are available cr^ records at 

the office of this Authority. Art excerpt of the comments received and arguments made by Ihe 
concerned parties witt be sent separately to the relevant parties. These details is albo be made 
availeble at our website tTttp://tariffeuthorlly.gov.ln 

9. With referance to the totality of the teformatten collected during the processing of 

this case, the folowing pasKten emerges: 

(i). The proposal of the Tuticorin Port Trust (T^^ intnodubtjon of a new taitff 
item lo recover part of the direct expenses incurred by the port In distribution of 
ebectricity. 

The TPT procures in bulk electricity from the Tamil Nadu Electricity Board (TNEB) 
and arranges distribution within its area. The port recovers from its users the tariff 
being paid to the TMEB at the e^licabte rates based on the consumption pattern 
^of the relevant user. In addition to the efectridty charges payebla to the TNEB, 
the port maintains the required inftaebucture for distribution of etec^city wRhin its 
area and incurs expendtoire on them In the existing anan^ment the retated 
overhead expenses are treated as part of the general administrative overheads 
and apportior^ed tO the various activities^ The proposal of ihe port is to recover 
part of the direct expenses which is referred as overhead charges In its proposal 
from the relevant users 

This Authority had in principle endorsed the pioposal Hied by the TPT earlier in 
2003 in this regard. As already mentioned, the conslderahon of the earler 
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piropo^a! of ffie TPT was deterred for want of clarification from the port on certain 
legal issues and on accDunf of a doubt arising about double ccunting of Ihe cost 
elemertts proposed to be recovered in the general tariff of the port as welt as by 
(he proposed levy 

fiO- The main issues raised in the fast Order are addressed by the TPT ir^ ihe instant 
proposaf. The port has reported lliat the Tamil Nadu Efecfridty Board have 
expressed no objection to (he port colJecting the overhead charges from the 
(essees to meet the additional expenses in terms of transtbrmer foss, Maximum 
Demand charges etc , provided the col lection is made ori no profit no fogs basis in 
compliance wjth the clause 31.03 (ij of the terms and conditions for supply of 
electricity by Ihe TNEB. The TPT has confirmed that its proposal complies with 
the said condition set by the TNEB. 

On the issue of regulatory jurisdiction, the Tamil Nadu Electricity Regulatory 
Commission (TNERC) has informed the TPT that the Commission is only 
concerned with the tariff and other charges do not fall under the jurisdiction of the 
Commission. 

This Authority relies on the submissions made by Ihe TPT with necessary 
documentary support, it is noteworthy that a similar tariff arrangement is available 
in the Scafe ot Rates of the Jawaharlal Nehru Port Trust to enable the port to 
recover the overhead charges for distribution ot efectricity from the relevant 
lessees / occupants. 

The TPT has excfuded the expenditure items termed as efectricity overheads 
which are proposed !o be recovered by way of the new levy from the cost 
statements for the general revision of its Scale of Rates to eliminate overlapping of 
the cost efements. 

(ii:). The proposal seeks to recover part of the direct cost incurred over and above the 
basic chtinges pad to the TNEB. As confirmed by (he port, it does nc4 propose to 
make any profit out of the proposed levy. The proposal is to recover pari of the 
direct expense from the concerned users instead of loading the relevant 
expenditure to the activities of the port by including it as general expense. 

Though the cost elements like management and general overheads, pension 
payments, return on capital employed, etc. are included in the cost sheet drawn by 
the port, they are not considered for computation of levy percentage. These 
components continue to be a part of the relevant cost items m the ger^eral revision 
proposal filed by the port Thenefohe, the apprehertsion expressed by some of the 
user associations about double counting of certain cost elements and factoring a 
profit element in the computation is found to be misplaced. 

fivj The consumers of electricrty supplied by the port broadly are grouped Into 
Government building, contractors, port userSf employee quarters, shopping 
centers, wharf crane and PSA SICAL Terminals Limited. 

The port has argued that the excluded category predominately caters to the need 
of the port employees residing at port cobny and, therefore, the portion allocable 
to these categories of users is treated as general expenses and loaded oh to the 
general port tariff 

The reason adduced by the port does not appear to be convincing. Even though 
the burden of ihe excluded categories Is rot Irahsferred to the other categories of 
users since only a part of direct overhead is recovered through the proposal levy, 
the proposed arrangement does not appear to be logical. The TPT is, therefore, 
advised to examine the matter in ihe tight of the above observation and propose a 
suitable modification at the time of next tariff review. 
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(v). 1n ttw reviaisd co^ stalftmBnt ftjrTV$hed in June 2007, tha figure peftelnhg to 
2006-07 are updated with actuals and allocation of expenses to the various 
categories of lisers for the past period 2004*05 and 200&06 ha& also been 
modified 

The coosumptiori pattern of the electricity is asaumed be at trio level of 2007-08 
fbr the subeequwif two years Z008-09 and 2009-10. The expenses of etecCriblV 
dspartmont for the year 2007*06 is reportedly estimated based on the Budget 
Estimates 2007-06. For trie subsequerift tuvo years^ an annual increase of 3% is 
considered in estimation of the expenses over the estim^s of the respective 
previaas years The annual esca/ation that can be consfdered fbr the tariff cases 
decided in 200S*0S is 4 h 6^. The annual increase considered by the TFT fbr 
estimation of trie expenses is found to be witriir admissible escalation. The cost 
estimates as well as consumption pattern furnished by the TFT in the revised cost 
statevnerrf ere relted upon for fixing the levy^ 

(vi>^ The average direct cost for the years 200S-09 and 2009-10 1$ 36.42% of trie 
average unit cost of electricity oonsumed by the port users and oontradersv As 
agawisf ihiS 4 the proposal of ttw port is to recover trie direct cost to the extent of 
20% of the electricity cost, whicri is approved. 

(vii). The expenses pertaining to the eiectiical department and the maximum demand 
charges are generally fixed in nature except for some marginal increase in trie 
departmental expenses due to normal tnflalionary trend, which Is already foctored 
in the compuUrtion of levy. 

The proposal of the TFT to recover trie levy as a percentage of the average cost 
of etectrlclty consumed by trie relevant user may reeutt in trie levy in absolute 
terms to increc^ with carreeponding ir>cfS4se in the unit of rate of power, if 
announced by the TNEB, 

The TFT at the joint riearing agreed to ne-fx Ihe levy downwards or upwards in 
proportion to the criange in the tariff announced by the TNEB. It is more 
appropriafe to prescribe the levy in absolute terms so that there Is certainty in ihe 
tariff payable by trie concerned users. Trie levy is. therefore, fixed applying the 
proposed percentage of levy on the actual average unit rats of trie efedherty 
charges p^ by the port usere; contractors for trie year 2008-07, 

The average unit rats of trie electricrty charges collected from trie contradors f 
port users excfodfr>g maximum demand charges is reported at Rs, 5.70 for the 
year 2006-07, The levy is, therefore, fixed at Rs. 1,16 per unit of power consumed 
by the relevant user, 

fviii). The TFT has proposed to bring the s^)ply of eiectricty to PSA 5ICAL also wrthjn 
the ambit of the proposed levy. The PSA SICaL has diallenged the proposed levy 
daiming that it has to re^burse charges based on the scheduled rates of TNEB 
as per the BDT A^eement. 

Clause 6,18 of the BOT agreement regulaites power and waiter supply 
arrangement. The relevant clausa clearlv specifies that thai trie charges levied on 
the licensee shall be as per the scheduled cate of the TNEB. The legal opinion 
Obtained by TFT earlier also endorses the position maintained by PSA SICAL. 

The TPT has, however, referred TNEB'b conwnunlcatian which conveyed no 
cbjection to TFT collecting overrifead charges, from the lessee to meet additianal 
expenditure in terms of transformer loss, MD charges, etc,, msofor as the 
overhead charges are collected duly cximplying with the provisions of 31.03 (1) of 
the Terms and CondlUons of the TNEB It., coitection is mads on ‘no profit no loss 
basis'. The clarlficotjon given by the TNEB generally permite TPT to levy 
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overhead charges but it do^s rot appear lo have been given in the specific case 
of PSA SICAL after examining the provisions contained in the BOT Agreement. 

The TPt has rot been able to explicitly confirm that it is authorised under the BOT 
Agreement to recover the overhead for distribution of electricity from the 
PSASICAL The proposal of the TPT to levy overhead charges from PSA Si CAL 
is, therefore, nor approved. 

Incidentaliy, even the TPT has subsequently rncluded the related expenditure 
pertaining to the PSA SCAL for estimating the surplus / deficil position in the 
revised cost statemenl prepared for general revisioh of its Scale of Rales pending 
a final decision by this Authority on its proposal to fevy overhead changes on 
electricity in respect of PSA SICAL 

fix). The rates approved by this Authority are to be implemented after 30 days from the 
date of notification of the Order in Ihe Gazette of India. As already mentioned 
earlier, this case has been finalised simultaneously with ihe general revision of the 
port tariff to ensure there is no overlapping of the cost elements. The Order is, 
therefore, to he givoh effect from the date of implementation of the revised Scale 
of Rates of the TPT approved in the general revision case. The levy for recovery 
of overheads from the port users ^ contractors is incorporated in Ihe revised Scale 
of Rates of the TPT. 

The cost position considered in this analysis is for two years t.e- 2003-03 and 
2003-10. Further, it may be appropriate b review this tariff item along with the 
review of other tariff items prescribed in its Scale of Rates. That being so, the 
validity of the levy to recover the overhead for distribution of electricity is 
prescribed till 31 March 2010 to make it co-termirrus with the validity of its revised 
Scale of Rates. 

10 In the result, and for the reasons given above, and based on a collective 

application of rTnindn this Authority approves levy of Rs. 1.15 per unit of electricity consumed to 
recover overhead expenses for supply of otectricily from port users^ contractors 


&RAHM DUTT, Chairman 
tADVTlH/4ri4M)&^BdyJ 
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